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53 Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 to. 1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 
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2. FURTHER ACTION 
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m^rnationll FrtCy Examining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not app y where 

oShan this one to be the IPEA Sid the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.1bis<b) that written 
opinions of this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicantis invited to submit to i *e IPEA 
a w*tte? reply tog^th™, where appropriate, with amendments, before Ae expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing of Form 
PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
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Box No. I Basis of this opinion 



1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
[X] the international application in the language in which it was filed 

| | a translation of the international application into . which is the language of a 

translation furnished for the purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the 
claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 

a sequence listing 
I | table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 
I I on paper 

| 1 in electronic form 

c. ' time of filing/furnishing 

1 I contained in the international application as filed 

| | filed together with the international application in electronic form 

furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 

3. [~1 In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tables) relating thereto has been 

filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that 
in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43WsJ(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 . Statement 



Novelty (N) 



Claims 1-42 . . — ^ 

Claims None . ] NO 



Inventive step (IS) Claims 2^2 ^ 

Claims ±42 _ NO 



Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 

Claims 



1-42 ; YES 

None : NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 



Claims 1-42 lack(s) an Inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Rogers et ai. (3.820.435) in view of Mussman 
(5,883,394). 

o~«rriw, n!«im<t 1 11 13 14 19 20 22 23 26 29-31. 36, 39 and 40, Rogers et al. disclose a device containment vessel substantially 
Sed as in Figures V4^ to radioactive material (col.1. lines 16-31) shielded by a panel shaped to 

ctnoS However, Rogers et ai does not disclose a plurality of panels with overlapping seams or the mdiaUon 

Seta?^ steel. Mussman teaches, in the analogous field of radiation contetamen . i »^«^«^ 

nxmriannina seams fas shown in Fig.1) along with the radiation material formed of lead and stainless steel (col.8,iines 40-47) both as an 
Sffra^ configuration. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the Ume of nvent.on 

toW ^ et arrpanel to consist of a plurality of panels with overlapping seams along ^J^^lT^ formed of lead 
and stainless steel, both as an alternative radiation shielding material and panel configuration taught by Mussman. 

Regarding claims 2. 3. 15. 17, 27. 28, 41 and 42 wherein the panels are arranged to surround an exterior surface of the vessel and 
wherein the panels are positioned adjacent an interior surface of the vessel (Rogers et al., top of FIg.3. 2 ). 

Reoardina claims 4 12 21 , 32 and 37. further comprising an end cap formed of radiation shielding material, the end cap positioned at one 
Z^ftej^rt^^W an opening forced at the end of the plurality of panels and further compnsmg a door, the door shield 
coupled to an exterior surface of the door (Rogers et al., Fig.2, "4"). 

Reoardina claims 5-7 16 24 and 33-35, farther comprising a frame wherein the vessel Is at least partially disposed within the frame and 
Se 9 p ^nel are ^u pled to me Lme and wherein the frame is mounted to the vessel and wherein the vessel is supported by a base and 
the frame is mounted to the base (Rogers et al., Fig.1). 

i~ ~-„a .loimc o in m 95 and 38 and further comprising a supplemental shield formed of a radiation shielding material and 
LeSetyco^ 

are positioned between the supplemental shield and the vessel (Rogers et al. Flgs.1-2, 24 ). 

Regarding claim 9. the use of lead wool blanket Is disclosed In Mussman (col.2,lines 12-15) as an obvious ^^^riaL 

beln obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of Invention to modify Rogers et al* supplemental shield to Include a lead wool blanket, 

as taught by Mussman. to provide a cost effective, readily available matenal for the supplemental shield. 

Claims 1-42 meet the criteria set out In PCT Article 33(4). and thus have industrial applicability because the subject matter claimed can be 
made or used in Industry. 
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